FEARS AND HOPES OF PROF. ABERCROMBIE 51
and, more recently still, of Mr. Alexander/' any
aggressive attempt would be made from that quarter
to interfere with a liberty of interpretation which
proceeds on the following pronouncement (the syn-
tax is ultra-liberal, but the reader can divine the
drift):
" Mr. Alexander's argument makes it irresistible, that
the simplest and completest account of the whole situa-
tion in respect of HENRY vi is to accept Shakespeare as
the author of the Folio trilogy."1
True, it was rash to assume that Dr. Greg, whose
name is panegyrically inserted between those of
Professor Pollard and Mr. Alexander, would make
no trouble. Indeed it was risky to assume that
Professor Pollard would make none, seeing that he
1 Lecture cited, p. 14 It should be noted that this impressive
endorsement implies acceptance of Mr Alexander's memorable
announcement that when Greene in the Groatsworth of Wit,
referring to " Shake-Scene," speaks of " his Tyger's hart wrapt
in a player's hide/' he means " his line of those words/' which, by
implication, Greene is deriding as Shake-scene's bombast. The
reader, of course, at once recalls that there is no play-hne with
" player's hide " in it, but that we have " woman's hide " in
3 H. 6, I, iv, 137. Then Greene cannot have meant what
Mr. Alexander says : if he had, he must of necessity have given
the line as it stood. But Mr. Alexander and the late Dr. Smart,
noting that Sergeant Buzfuz, impeaching Mr. Pickwick, spoke
of " his heartless tomato sauce and warming pans," were sure
that " his " is the key. Seeing that Buzfuz did quote Mr. Pick-
wick's words, and Greene makes a line of his own, the case is one
of a mare's nest. Greene, who had written hundreds of lines of
much worse bombast, could not have dreamt of indicting any
line on that score. He simply used a tag which, by substituting
" player's " for " woman's," he could turn to his purpose of
invective. It is to be observed that the scholars who broadcast
this absurd " interpretation " are academic lecturers on litera-
ture. It is hard to bebeve, however, that Dr. Smart would have
committed the absurdity to print.